Editor, Outlook 

The Washington Post Harold Weisborg 

1 1 ‘SO 14 iiT'J 78^7 Old Receiver Rd. 

UpU , NU Frodunck, MD 21702 

WasfeLigton, -t/C 20U71 1 1 / 24/96 

Dear Well tor, 

Please excuse my typing and writing. They cannot be any better. 1*111 83 and 
was twice hospitalised this year for congestive h..ar£ failure and a number of 
other medical problems. I must keep ray legs elevated when I'm typing and writing. 
I correct tho^jof the intakes 1 catch wit h the copy on a clipboard X hold in the 
air while I write with the other hand. 

There is much more + could, have said than X do in the enclosed but I wanted 
to iceep it to a length that did not exceed the lengthy of Morely's piece. Wot 
that X expect you to publish it. iA oreli^.that length would not bo on excuse for 
not publishing it. 

WJiat say *jf the la^'ontlnno book is not exaggerated atall. lior^ly is hung 
up on it. fcje lias r .fused tejexandne any of the criticisms of KE of which he knows, 
and that is a rather small percentage of them^liey are so much tb£ sub j ectCqjatter 
ignoramuses that they claim as their gre<f.t achievement publication for the first 
time of wliat had been publicly available for year5^hrough my FOX A lawsuits. And 
they then misrepresent that, as X believe I told Outlook a couple of years ago. 

The impossible consensus Horloy thinks would serve a public purpose would 
require that truth and established fact be ignored. Not many societies continue 
t b£ free when that is the practise. 

Ho also makes statemenb^for which he offers no support, like 

"The notion that Oswald acted alone lias high-level validation.** 

Xt has no. " validation." Not a bit of it 1 

It is not possibly to be honest, which j have no dotybt Corley intends, and 
say tlds with any laiowfedge of the long-available official evidence. 

What kind of journalism is it that is with disregard for tl^e readily- 
availabie evidence? 

Journalism it is not! 

J2W, 


